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Petition to Withdraw Improper Holding of Abandonment Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.181(a) 



Mail Stop Petition 

c/o Technology Center Director 

Commissioner for Patents 

RO. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



In accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1. 1 8 1 (a) and MPEP § 7 1 1 .03(c)(1)(a), Applicant hereby 
petitions that: 

(1) The Director withdraw the holding of abandonment referenced in the Notice of 
Abandonment mailed in the above-captioned case on November 1, 2005 (see Exhibit 
1), because the requirements for finding the case abandoned as stated in 37 C.F.R. § 



(2) That the final Office Action originally maDed on March 17, 2005 be reissued upon 
withdrawal of the improper Notice of Abandonment. 
In support of the instant petition, the following items are provided: 

1 . A printout of the Image File Wrapper Docket for the instant application as recorded in the 
PAIR system showing that the original final Office Action mailed on March 17, 2005, 
was returned vmdelivered on March 30, 2005 (Exhibit 1.) 

2. A copy of the final Office Action originally mailed in this case on March 17, 2005 
(Exhibit 2). 
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3 . A copy of the August 1 1 , 2005 Letter Restarting Period for Response to the Final Office 
Action Originally Mailed on March 17, 2005. (Exhibit 3.) 

4. A copy of a Notice of Abandonment mailed in connection to the above-captioned 
application on November 1, 2005. (Exhibit 4.) 
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REMARKS 



For the Director's convenience. Applicant attaches a copy of the Private PAIR docket 
sheet for the above-captioned case (see Exhibit 1). On March 17, 2005, a final Office Action 
was mailed in this case (see Exhibit 2). The final Office Action was eironeoxisly mailed to a 
previous correspondence address for the undersigned (620 Newport Center Drive, Newport 
Beach, CA), instead of being mailed to the correct address that was associated with Customer 
Number 20,995 at the time of the mailing (2040 Main St, Irvine, CA). On March 30, 2005, the 
final Office Action was returned undelivered to the Office, Neither Applicant nor his attorneys 
ever received the March 17, 2005 mailing. 

On August 11, 2005, the Office updated the correspondence address to the correct and 
current mailing address for Applicant's representative, and re-mailed the final Office Action on 
that date (see Exhibit 3). This re-mailed final Office Action constituted an indication under 37 
C.F,R. § LI 35(a) that the response period associated with the March 17, 2005 mailing was no 
longer in effect. ITius, a new statutory response period should have begun on August 11, 2005, 
with a fmal due date of February 1 1 , 2006, 

On November 1, 2005, a Notice of Abandonment was mailed in this case for failing to 
file a reply to the March 17, 2005 final office action (see Exhibit 4). This Notice of 
Abandonment was improperly issued because the original response due date of September 17, 
2005 was no longer in effect due to the re-mailing on August 11, 2005. 
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Because the application was not abandoned under the applicable rules. Applicant requests 
that the improper Notice of Abandonment be withdravm, and the final Office Action be re- 
mailed, thereby setting a new statutory deadline for response under 37 C.F.R, §§ 1-134 and 
1.135(a). 

No fee is believed due for this submission, as it is brought in accordance with the 
procedure described in M,P.E,P. § 71L03(c)(I), which states that petition under 37 CFR 
his 1(a) requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment . . . does not require a fee/' 

Should a fee be due, please charge any additional fees, including any fees for additional 
extension of time, or credit overpayment to Deposit Accoimt No. 1 1-141 0. 



Respectfully submitted. 




KNOBBE, MARTENS, OLSON & BEAR, LLP 




By: _^ 

John M. Carson 
Registration No, 34,303 
Attorney of Record 
Customer No. 20,995 
(619) 235-8550 
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Office Action Summary 



Applicatian No. 

Exanlner 

Banjsmin £ Lanier 



AppJicant(fl) 
FORD, PETER 



Art Unit 
2132 



Period for Repr'""''' ^^TBpfthfs ^mmunmtton ap^ars on ttw cov^ ^ goi wim tho dom^ond^n^^ arfrfm^ , : 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHrs^ PROM 
THEMArUNCS DATEOFTHlS COMMUNICATION »^ "nKt ^MOrfTMCS) FROM 

«*m«tf patent fffTTtA^iBtrnnU. &»? 37 CFR IJOfllftL *'^™*'™"™»»«««™.OVen ffOnK^jrfito^m^yp^ueBiiny 

Status 

Responsive to communlcatlon(s) fired on 11 February 2O05 . 
2a)® This action IS FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-finaJ. 

pmsecution as io the merits is 

4) ia Clalm(s) 13^25 and ^7^7 p^;n^ t^^. ^ppi^^i^^ 

4a) Of tne above ciaim(s) is/are vyithdrawn from consideration, 

5) 0 aaim(s)^ is/are allowed, 

6) ia aaimfsl ^fl-g5 ^z,'^ ic/aro r^j^ftpfl 

7) D CIaim(s) , Is/are objected to. 

8) D Cla&n(s) are subject to restrlctton and/or Section requirement 

Application Papers 

Q)D The specification Is oljected to by the Examiner. 

t om The drawing{s) filed on I^J^nu^ryPOoo is/are: a® accepted or bO objectBd to by the Examiner, 
ApplicaAl may noi raquesl thai any objection to tha drawingCs) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a3L 

IDD The proposed drawlnj, correction fried on fc: ajn approved bO disapproved by ihe^Examimr. 

If appro^wJ, corrected dfawings are required in reply lo fWs Of«oe acUoa 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by Ihe Examiner. 
Priority under 3S U^,C- §§ 119 and 120 

13) H Acknowledgment is made of a dalm for foreign priority under 35 U^.C, § 1 1 9(a>-td) or (Q 

a)aAJI b)!a Sonie*c)D None of: 

Certified coj^es of the priority documents hare been received. 
2,0 Certified copies of the prioffty documems have been received in Application No. : 

^'l^pjS^n'Sm^^S^^^^ f ^^"^^'^ have been received in this National Stage 
. , ^ppncarion from the International bureau (PCT Rule l7.2ra^i 

Seethe3nach5ddetairedO%»8cttonforali5tofttecertifiede»^^^ " " .V 

140 Acknowledgmen. is made of a dalm ft,r domestic priorily onder 35 US.C. § 119(e) (to a pmvisloftal application) 

1 sin? £^ "^l!^"*'^" '^^Ouaae provrstonal appScallon has been icceived 

15)G Acknowledgment «^ made of a daim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and^f 121 

Aitachm«nt(s) 

1) □ Mwica of RoTof enc«9 died (fTO^l ^» n . 



Pm of Paper Ma 7 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment filed 1 1 Febniary 2005 amends claims 1 9, 2 1 , 22, 24. 28, 29, 32 
37 and cancels claim 26. Applicant's amendment has been fiiUy considered and is entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's argument, filed 1 1 February 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 

persuasive, 

3. In response to applicant's aiTgunients against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See fnreKelhr, 642 F.2d4l3. 208 USPQ W7\ (CCPA 1981); In « 
Merck & Col. 800 F.2d 109 1. 23 1 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986), 

4. Applicant's arguments that the prior art does not disclose transmitting a transfer protocol 
identifier indicating that the encrypted broadcast message is of a type for data download to the 
removable module from the first mobile station and passing said enciypted broadcast message to 
the corresponding removable module in response to receipt of said transfix protocol identiHer is 
not persuasive because Diadrina discloses confrolUng digftal contml channels for broadcast SMS 
Wherein SMS messages can be encrypiedlo support diflTerem classes of messaging service 
(access status). Based on appropriate fee payments, a subscriber would be able to decoT>l SMS 
message of varying classes (preventing and allowing nifbrmation access. li«t, second 
infomation access status): Upon payment the mobire stations of ^e suBs^ribe.^ ^uld be 
provided with the encrjortion keys lor the SMS messages via over the ah- methods or manual 
entry of smart cards (removable module) mto the mobile stations (P^ 40. lines 5^27). The SMS " 
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messages contain header information thatdtscloscs from which channel the mobile tenninal can 
download the SMS message (Page 33). Diachina does not specify that the message decryption 
takes place in the smart cards. Chaney discloses a smart card access control system for use in 
cellular communication wherein the smart caixls of the cellular phones are used to decrypt 
messages (CoL 13, lines 17-24), v/hich meets the Umitation of data download to the removable 
module from the first mobile station and passing said enciypted broadcast message to the 
coiTEsponding removable module. U would have been obvious to one of ordinary sWll in the an 
at the time the invention was made for the smart cards of Diachina to deaypt message because 
• Diachina discloses that the messages are decrypted using processmg means of the mobile 

stations (Page 40, lines 1 8-20). and when the smart cards are inserted in the mobile stations they 
become processiiig means for the mobfle station. 

ClouK Rejections - J5 VSC§ 103 

5. The foUowing is a quotation of 35 US.C 103(a) which forms the basis for aU 

obviousness rejections set forth in this OfRce actioo: 

(a) A paumi imy not be obtained duni^ ihe mventioo Ls not idmUcaUy disclosed or dcscdbed as sci Ibrti in 
tf^S ^ ^"^ dHTerenees beiweeQ ttc subject natter sowehl to te patoiled and Ihe prior art are 

such thatttiesutaect maiusras a v*o[e WDuM at Uptime Ihe iovenjion was madttoa person 

havrng ordiiiaiy skill in the ait (o which said sul^ect mauer penains. PatentabOity tdiall not be neeiiivEd by the 
manner in which the iixveniion was made .^ijiiuvcu u/ mc 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham y. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 
(1966). that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U-S.C. 103(^) are summarized as follows; .. , , 

I - Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the clanns at issue. 

3. Resolving the level ofordinaryskilHnAe pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 
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7. Claims 19, 20, 24-36. and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Diachma. WO 96/41493. in view ofChaney, U.S. Patent No. 5.852.290. Referring to claims 
19, 20. 24, 25. 27-30. 32-34. 36, and 37, Diachina discloses controlling digital control diannds 
for broadcast S MS wherein SMS messages can be encrypted to support different classes of 
messaging service (access status). Based on appropriate fee pa;yments, a subscriber would be 
able to decrypt SMS messa^ of varying classes (preventing and allowing information access, 
first, second information access status). Upon payment the mobile stations of the sutecribeis 
would be provided with the enciyption keys for the SMS messages via over the air methods or 
manual entry of smart cards (removable module) into the mobile stations (Page 40, lines 5-27). 
Diachina does not speci<y thai the message decryption takes place in the smart cards. Chaney 
discloses a smart card access control system for use in ccUular communication wherein the smart 
cards of the cellular phones are used to deciypt messages (Col. 1 3, lines 1 7-24). It would hive 
been obvioiis to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the smart 
cards of Diachina to decrypt message because Diachina discloses that the messages an? 
decrypted using processing nieaiis of the mobile stations (Page 40. lines 18-20). and when the 
smart cards are inserted in the mobile stations they become processing means for the mobile 
station. 

Referring to claim 26, Diachina discloses that the SMS messages contain header 
information that disclosed from which chanuel the mobile terminal can download llw SMS 
message (Page 33). 
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Refemng to cbims 3 1 and 35, Diachina discloses that the channel can be GSM (P^e 6. 
line 20). 

8. Claims 21-23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Diachina, WO 
96/41493, in view of Chancy, U.S. Patent Na 5.852,290 as applied to claim 19 above, and 
further in view of Famigia. Rfifeiringto claims 21-23, Diachina discloses controlling digital 
control channels for broadcast SMS wherein SMS messages can be enciypted to support 
ditferent classes of messaging service (access status). Based on appropriate fee payments, a 
subscrib«a- would be able to decrypt SMS mess^e of vaiying classes (prevenUng and allowrag 
information access, first, second information access status). Upon payment the mobile stations of 
the subscribers would be provided with the keys for the SMS messages via over the air methods 
or manual entry of smart cards (removable module) mto the mobile stations (Page 40, lines 5- 
27). Chancy discloses a smart card access control system for use in celhibr communication 
wherein the smart cards of the cellalar phones are used to decrypt messages (Col. 1 3, fines 17- 
24). Diachma does not disclose storing the keys on the smart cards in an cnciypted form. 
Famigia discloses the use of smart card technology with cellular nctwoilcs where the key used to 
decrypt encrypted cellular mcssagp arc stored in an encrypted fashion on the smart card of the 
subscribers mobile terminal (Page 101). It would have been obvious to one of ordinaiy skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to encrypt the keys of Diachina on the smart cards in 
order to control access to the keys as taught in Famigia (Page 1 02). 

Conclusion 
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9. THIS ACnON IS MADE FINAL Applicant reminded of the extension of time 

policy as set forth in 37 CPR 1. 136(a). 

A shbrtened statutory period for reply to this fmal action 15 set to expire THREE 

MONTHS fiDm the mailing date of this action. In the ^vent a first reply is filed within TWO 

MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imUl after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statuto^^ period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is maned, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) wiU be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however. wiU the statutory period Sat reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fitnn the 

«ainmer should be directed to Bcnjanwn B Lanier whose telephone number is 571-272-3805. 

The examiner can normally be reached on M-ThO 7 J0am.5:00pii», F 7:30am-»pro. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor. Cfilberto Banon can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fex phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned fs 703-872^9306. 

Infonnatiofi regarding the status of an application may be obtamed from Ae Patent 
Application Infoimation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAJR or Public PAUL Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. Fo; 'Hk^ information about Ae PAIR ' '^^ " ' " 
system, see http://pair-dircct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the.Priv^e PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Office Action Summary 



AppttcBtion No. 
Examiner 



Applicant's) 

FORD. PETEft 
ArtUnrt ^ 



2132 



fnunlcftU^. 



, Bei^amin 5 Lanier 

Period for n^pfy^^^'^ ^ communic^uon app^rs on th^ v^v^r sho^t wft h th0 <Ua^tfance address - ' 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PER[OD FOR REPLY \S SET TO EXPIRE 3 MOmHiS) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. ^» 4 'viun hKUM 

after SK (6) MONTHS ftam th* imTng dote tfiQ CMlMirrfu!^ »«w«.f, may « he bmdy llkd 

» n MQ pttfiod fof rep^ ix «p«eMed Ktawe. Biw m»jdimini dctufiaiy pcrfod urui ttpotr «id wfll cnira SIX rfi> momthb r»»^f» l^u-TT^r-?-^'^' 
. Faium t> reptrv^n tf« *«| ot utomlcd |»ri(KJ furiEply ^S^oSItSSSS^fb^^ 

Status 

Responsive to communii:3tion(s) filed on 11 FebruBiv 2O05 . 
2a)E. Ttite action U FINAL, 2bO This action i$ notvfinal. 

^-i? fo"* allowance except for fomaJ mstter*. prosecution as to the merits is 

DisposttlonS?l3i^ ^^"^ under Bf parte Oi/ayte. 1935 CD. 11. 463 OO, 213 

4) S Cra!m(s) 1^25 And 27^7 u/ar^ p^rng ^i^^ rrp^r^tm^ . 
4a) Of the above daim(s) js/are withdrawn fiom consideration. 

5) n aalm(s) i^are allowed. 

S)|2 Claifn(s)ia;25^£2rf27^ is/are rejected. 

7) D a3im(s)_ Is/are objected to_ 

8) IIJ Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requiremenL 

Application Papers 

9) n The spedficaaon is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) S "nie drawingCs) fried on l£U^^^nu^ry ZOoo is/are: a)H accepted or bO objected to by the Examiner. 
Applkartf may nol request thai any obJecBon to th^ See37CFRl 85(a)w 

11) D The proposed drawing correctton fHed on fe: approved bO disapproved by ihe^'ExanOner. 

If approved, CTtrrBclod drawings are required m reply to iNs Office acUom 

12) n The oath or dedaratiofl is objected to by the Examiner, 
Priority under 35 iJJS^Q, §§ lid and 120 

13) (a Acknovrfedgmeot i$ made of a daim for foreign priorily under 35 as,C.§ 119(^^^^ 
ajDAtt b)!a Sonne •cD Noneot 

1 . S Certified cojm es of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priortty-documenis have been received in Appfication Mo, ; 

3. D 0^^ of the priortly documents have been r^ed m this National Stage 
^ - ^ . application from the I ntematfooal Bureau (PCT Rute 1 7^{a)> - - _ 

See the nuached detaJed Office adfon for a nst of the certified copies not r^elved. " ' 
140 Acknowledgmeni is made of a daim for domestjc priority under 35 US.C, § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 
iR^r-i^iP The franslation of the forefgn language provisional applcation has been receivedL 
is}LJ Acknowledgment is made of a daim tor domestic priority under 35 aS.C §§ 120 and/or 121, 
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Art Unit: 2132 

DETAILED ACTION 
H^sp^nse to Amendment 

1. Applicant's amendment filed 1 1 Febniaiy 2005 amends claims 19, 21, 22, 24. 28. 29. 32, 
37 and cancels claim 26. Applicant's amendment has been fully considered and is entered. 

Respoase to Argaments 

2. Applfcairt's ai:guniEnts filed 1 1 FebnKiry 2005 have been fUly considered bm they are not 
persuasive. 

3. In response to applicant's aipunenfs against the t^fenaices individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. Sec InreKdUr, 642 F.2d4l3, 208 USPQ 87J (CCPA 1981); /« n 
hferck & Co.. 800 F.2d 1091. 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

4. Applicant's arguments that the prior art does not disclose transmitting a transfer protocol 

identifier indicating that the enciypted broadcast inessagc is of a type for data dowhload to 
removable nndule fiont the first mobflc station and passing said encrypted broadcast message to 
the coiresponding removable module in response to receipt of said transfer pxotocol identiGer is 
not pefsuflsive because Diachina discloses controlling digital control channels for broadcast SMS 
wherein SMS messages can be encrypted to support diflferent classes of messaging service 
(access stains). Based on appropriate fee payments, a subscriber would be able to decrypt SMS 
message of varying classes (preventing and allowing information access, firet, second 
information access status): Upon payment the mobile stations of the su&cribei? would be " 
provided with the encryptbn keys for the SMS njessages via over the air methods or manual 
entry of smart cards (removable module) into the mobile stations (Page 40, lines 5-27). The SMS 
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Art Unit: 2132 ^* 

messages contain header infonnation that discloses from which channel the mobile tenninal can 
download the SMS message (Page 33). Diachina does not specify that the message decryption 
takes place in the snart cards. CJianey discloses a smart card access control system for use in 
cellular communication wherein the smart cards of the cellular phones are used to decrypt 
messages (Col 13. lines 1 7-24). which meets the limitation of data download to the removable 
module from the first mobile station and passing said encrypted broadcast message to the 
corresponding removable module. It would have been obvious to one of onfinaty stall in the an 
at the time the invention was made for the smart car^ of Diachina to deciypi message because 
• Diachina discloses that the messages ai^ decrypted using processing means of the rrbbile 

stations (Page 40. lines 18-20). and when d«> smart cards arc inserted in the irwbile stations they 
become processing means for the mobile station. 

Oaim SeJeetUfns - 35 VSC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for aU 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

^^1^:1!^ ^1°°^ ^ obtained dMu^ the fanitmion is not identicaJly disdossd or described as set fiso, m 

6. The fectual inquiries set forth in Crahofn v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1. 148 USPQ 459 
(1966). that arc applied for establishrag a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. ]03(«) are summarized as follows; ... , 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art 

2. Ascertaming the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level ofofdinary skill in the pertirusnt art - 
S'n"^Sli2?if'° ^"^"^ " ^'^^''^ obviousness 
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7. Claims 19, 20, 24-36. snd 37 aiergccled under 35U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Diachina, WO 96/41493, in view pf C3ianey. U.S. Patent No. 5,852.290. Refciring to claims 
19. 20, 24. 25, 27-30. 32-34. 36, and 37, Diachina discloses controlling digital control channels 
for broadcast SMS wherein SMS messages can be encrypted to support different classes of 
messagmg service (access status). Based on appropriate fee payments, a subscriber would be 
able to decrypt SMS message of vaiying classes (preventing and allowing infonnation access, 
first, second tnfbnnation access status). Upon payment the mobile stations of the subscribers 
would be provided with the encryption keys fiir the SMS messages via over the air methods or 
manual entry of smart cards (removable module) into the mobile stations (Page 40, lines 5-27). 
Diachina does not specify that the message decryption takes place in the smart cards. Chaney 
discloses a smart card access control system for use in celhilar commum-cation wherein the smart 
cards of die ceUuiar phones are used to decrypt messages (Col. 13, lines 17-24). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made for the smart 
cards of Diachma to decrypt message because Diachina discloses that the mess^es are 
decrypted using processing means of the mobile stations (Page 40. lines l8-20),-and when the 
smart cards are inserted in the mobile stations they become processing means for the mobile 



statioiL 



Referring to claim 26, Diachhm discloses that the SMS messages contain header 
infbrfiiation'that discloses from which channel the ^^^^^ '"^ ' '■ 

message (Page 33). 
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Referring to claims 3 1 and 35, Diaduna discloses Aat channel can be GSM (Page 6, 
line 20). 

8. Claims 21-23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Diacliina, WD 
96/41493, in view of Cbaney, U.S. Patent No. 5,852,290 as appUed to claim 19 above, and 
fiiitber in view of Fairugia. Refening to claims 21-23. Diachina discloses controlling digital 
control channels for broadcast SMS wherein SMS messages can be encrypted to support 
different classes of messaging service (access status). Based on appropriate fee payments, a 
subscriber would be able to decrypt SMS message of varying classes (preventing and aUowing 
information access, first, second inlbnnation access status). Upon p^ment the mobile stations of 
the subscribers would be provided with the keys for the SMS messages via over the air mediods 
or manual entry of smart cards (removable module) imo the mobile stations (Page 40, lines 5- 
27). Chancy discloses a smart card access control system for use in celhilar communication 
wherein the smart cards of the cellular phones arc used to decrypt messages (Col. 1 3, Hnes 17- 
24). Diachina does not disclose storing the keys on the sman cards in an encrypted fomi. 
FaxTugia discloses the use of smart card technology with cellularnctworks where the key used to 
decrypt encrypted cellular message are stored in an encrypted &ibion on the smart card of the 
subscribeis mobne terminal (Page 101). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art ar the time the invention was made to encrypt the keys of Diachina on the smart cards in 
order to control access to the keys as taught in Farrugia (Page ] 02). 

Conclusion 
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9. TraS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant tsrerninded of tl» extension 0^ 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this fmal action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a bst reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE^MONTH shortened mtuto^^ period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fte pursuant to 37 
CFR M36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, wfll the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry conceraiag this commtmication or earlier communications from the 
exaramer should be directed to Benjamin E Lanier whose telephone number is 571-272.3805, 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-ThO 7:30am.5:00pri, F 7:30aito^pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by tcli^hone are unsuccessfiil. the examiner's 
superrisor, Gilberto Bmon can be reached on 571-272-3799. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information xcganding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
maybeobtainedfromeitherPrivatePAIRorPublicPAIR. Status information for unpublished 
apphcations IS available through Private PAIR only. For more inforraMion about'the PAIR " " 

system, see http://pair.direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Privjoe PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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- 7h9 MtUNQ OATEofihis commanlcutlon fijDp«An» <m the covorshwt with th^ corrdspomfenco addrw^ 
TWs application Js abandoned in view ot 

1 . la AppiJcart's failure to timely a proper reply t& the Otfico letter maied on 17 Morrfj p jp sS 

(a) □ A reply r^c^lved qti . (with a Certlflcate of Mailing or Transmission ). which is after thd ©xpir^on of the 

pwiod far reply (Including a tutal extension of time of month(a)) whicti expired on ^ , 

(b) □ A proposed reply was recelvod on , but ft does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 (a) to the final rejection. 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1.113 to a final rejection consists only ot (1) a timely filed amendment Which placaa the 
appUcatfon in condition for allowance: (2) a timely filed Notice of App«il (wfth appeal fee): or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) In compliance with 37 CFR 1114). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but It does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper t^pfy, to the non- 

final fBjectlon. 8ee37CFR1.e5(a) and 1111. (See explanation tn box 7 below), 

(d) B Wo reply has been received. 

2. □ Appncanfs tenure to timely pay the required Issue fee and publication tee. ifappWoaWe. v^in the statutory petiod of three months 

from the maiifnfl date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-SS). 

(a) □ The fe«ua fee and pubiicatfon fee. if appticabfe, was recelvod on (with a CertincHtc of MaiHng or Transmlealon dated 

\ which Is after the expiration of the statutory period for paymort of the fssuefee (and publication fee) satin the Notloe of 

Allowance (PTOL-85). 

(b) □ The submWed fee of $ ie Insufficient A balance of S Is due. 

TTle Issue fee required by 37 CFR 11 6 ib $ ^. The puWIcatten fee. If required by 37 CFR 118(d), Is $ 

(c) □ The Issue fee and publication fee, If appHcabiB, haa not been receh^ed. 

3. D AppHcanrs failura to timely flid corrected drawings as required by, and wfthln the three-month period set In. the Notice of 

AUowabnity (PTO-37X 

(a) □ Proposed eonwtcd drawings were received on (wfth a CertifiDate of Walling or TronsnDlsslon dated h which fs 

after the apqjiratlonofthe period for reply. ^ ^ 

(b) □ No correoted drawin^ft have been received. 

4. □ The letter of express abandonment virfiich is signed by the attorney or agent of record, tho flsslgnae of the entire interest, or an of 

the applicants. 

5. □ The tetter of express abandnnmant which Is signed by an attorney or eflem (acting In a fopfesentetive capacfty under 37 CFR 

1.34(a)) upon the fWng of a cohtlnuln0 applicafaon. 

6. □ The declsloo by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interference rendered on and because the perfod for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed cfeims. 

7. □ The reasor(s) Mow: 
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Eji!2Sl«^J[r"''* ye)'37CFR 1 .i37(«) or (6), or re^uMia lo vrttidrawthe holding or abandonment under 37 CFR 1.181 , VhwM ba pramptly ni«d lo 
minimize any rwpaBvt offecta cn patent te nn. • 
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